






A1.T ii i { l  ti: This corridor hegirls at ihc interscctioi, of' Mnntil Lane and Crosstown Parkway 
and travels northcabi dong West Virginia Drive to i ts iatersectitjn vd+h Flurcsta Drive. From 
&ere i t  continues eastward along West Virgil~ia Brivc lo the western edge of thc aqiiatic 
preserve. It then continue(; castward L~CI-OSL the J X E S C ~ L .  and Sal~aiulas Prcserve Slate Park in i hc  
wesieni edge o f  the horth Fork of i i~c St. h c i e  River INFSLRJ. Aficr crossiiig [he i4i:Si.R i t  

heids &ii@uiy soi&ward. iii ri-ic jricinil?; of ilrc i-iaipatiotcee C m i c  and Kaiurc rraii. io iis 
cvcljtuai terminus with V.S. I ,  ad its intcrsccrion with Viliage Grecir Drivc (crcatiilg ~ h c  fourih 
leg of this iriterseciion j. 



A I 7 ii 6 (' l F): This cairidor begins at the inieisectian or  Manth Lam and Crosstown Paykitray 
a i d  tnav  eBs nlaa-theast almp VVcst Virglatize Drive to its interscctiol-b with I'ica~~sba D1-i%. e, From 
thcrc i f  continues eastward aloxlg West Vixginia Drive to the western cdgc or the ayrtntic 
preserve. At that point it bends northeasterly amtrs.; rhc preserve and Savalmas Preserve State 
Pad<, ~ r i ' r ~ ~ e i i  Ihe NFSLR, ;end comccrs up k v i d h  ALT ,f! 5 e;$sB of" "ah6 NF'SLR t~mcrsimg bckween 
the soulhern hout~di+ry of I .a Buom Vila Village and ihe northern boiindary of Liberty Medical, 
to its evcritual tcm2in1rs with U.S. i t creari~~g a lww three legged intersection 1. 







*1. Type of Subt~ission: 

Application 

5 / *2. f YW of A~~i lcat ion * lf Revis~cmn, select appropriate le&er(s) 

/ D New C, Increase Duralron 

County: Leon 

'State: FL 

Province: 

"Country- 

"Zip / Postai Code 

USA - 
323996450 

DepaEment Name: Division Name: 

Office of Desiy t-r 

Prefix. Mr  "First Name. Gustavo 

Middle Nerne: 

"Last Nerne: Sshmrdt 

Suffix. P.E. 

Organizat~onal Affiiie$ofl: 

Fiosida Depafimenf of Transportatton 

*Telephone Number: 954.977 4629 Fax Number 854.777 4671 



Type of Appiicant 3: Select Applicant Type: 

"Title: 

Title: 



"b. ProgramiProjed. FL-016 

"b. End Date: Si20118 

"a. Federal L-L $37 000 000 

b Applicant 
"----- 

"c. Stat.~ 

*d. Local 

"e. Other 

*f. Program Income 

a a. This appticatron was made evailabie to lire State under the Executive Qrcier 12372 Process For review on 6/?3/08 

a b Program a subject to E.Q '12372 but has not been seleded by the State far sevrevv 

61 c Program ns nag covered by E. 0- 12332 

21. *By signing this appdrcation, i certify (1) to the statemants contained in tile tist ulcet"lrfi@ations*" and (EL) that the statements 
harem are true, complete and ncmmie to the best of my knowledge L also provde the required ~sssurances*" and agree lo compty 
with any resulting terms IP i accept an award. I am aware that any fake, ftcliiious, or fraudulent gatements or clams may subject 
me to criminal, civil, ar administrative ppeallres. (hi IS+ Code, Title 2W, Section 10013 

" The list d certifications and assurances, or an internet sife whem you may obtain this kist, is contained in the announcewlanf or 

Prefix: Mr. *First Wama: Gustavo 
% 

Middle Mame: 





DOT District 4 

atriz.caicedo@dot.state.fl I 

Program Information 

Federal Permit Federal Action Federal Funding 

Department: Department of Transportation 

gency: 

Title: 

atification which was sen 
t and Environment study is currently in 
44-1 and Federal Aid Project Number: 777 0 

The project evaluates the need to extend the Crossto 
h Fork of 
ofUS 1, 

Manth Lane and t 
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consist of a six- 
lane urban section 
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that pomt it bends northeasterly across the preserve and Savannas Preserve State Park. 
crosses the NFSLR, and connects up with ALT # 5 east of the NFSLR traversing between the 
southern boundary of La Buona Vita Village and the northern boundary of Liberty Medical. to its 
eventual terminus with US-1 (creating a new three legged intersect~on). 
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Definition 1 
Based on the information contained in the Advance Notification and I 
comments submitted by the reviewing agencies, the state has no I 
objections to allocation of federal funds for the subject project and, 
therefore, the funding award is consistent with the Florida Coastal 
Management Program. State agency comments should be considered in 
developing the preliminary project design. For projects subject to coastal 
management consistency review that advance to the work program, the 
final review of the project's consistency with the Florida Coastal 

Although the final alignment and design details have not yet been 
determined, at this time the State of Florida has no objections to the 
project concept described in the Advance Notification and no objections to 
the allocation of federal funds for the necessary planning, preliminary I 
design and environmental evaluation activities. Therefore, the funding I 
award is consistent with the Florida Coastal Management Program. 1 
Specific comments and recommendations concerning the project concept 
have been submitted to the project sponsor through the Efficient 
Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) process. Specific objections to 
the project, if any, that have been identified during ETDM will be resolved 
through the ETDM conflict resolutron (Part IV, AOA) process prior to the 
project advancing in the FDOT Five-Year Work Program for any purpose 
other than technical studies and preliminary design to resolve the 
objections. For projects subject to coastal management consistency review 
that advance to final design, right-of-way acquisition or construction, the 
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Federal Consistency: 

Consistent. With Comments 1 
Comments: I 
Based on the information contained In the EST and state agency comments, the state has no 
objections to allocation of federal funds for the subject project and, therefore, the funding 
award is consistent with the Florida Coastal Management Program (FCMP). The applicant 
must, however, address the concerns identified by our reviewing agencies prior to project 
implementation. The state's continued concurrence with the project will be based, in part, on 
the adequate resolution of issues identified during this and subsequent reviews. The state's 
final concurrence of the project's consistency with the FCMP will be determined during the 
environmental permitting stage. 

Agency Finding Review Date 

Agency Finding Review Date I 



add~ttonal bridge crossing over the North Fork of the St Lucie River. Available Right-of-way 
(ROW) within the project area includes a 60-foot-wide section owned by the City of Port St. 
Lucie along West Virginra Drive, or a 60-foot-wide segment also owned by the C~ty  along 
Nalters Terrace Both of these Right-of-ways extend from Manth Lane across the North Fork 
3f the St. Luc~e River. A total of four corndors consisting of Alternatwes I through 4 and a No- 
Build option were origlnaily identified for evaluation, and were rewewed by our agency 
through the ETDM Process during September 2006 Our or~ginal comments on Alternatives 1 
ihrough 4 remain applicable, and we respectfully request that they remarn part of the public 
record on this project. In this new submission, FDOT has re-submitted ARernative Corridors 5 
and 6, which were previously evaluated and rejected The reconsideration of these 
4lternatives by FDOT was at the request of the Federal Highway Administratton, due to 
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) assoc~ated wrth the ongoing 
process to accornpl~sh an Env~ronmental Impact Statement (EIS) on thrs project 

Due to the presence of a signifkcant quantrty and quality of upland and wetlands habrtat, 
~ncluding the floodplain of the North Fork of the St. Luc~e River and the Aquat~c Preserve, 
inlhich will be crossed by all six Alternatives, there IS no clear preferred Corridor Alternative 
from a resource standpoint based on our evaluation. We also recommend the following 
measures be rncluded in the PD&E Study for determining methods to avoid, minrmize, and 
mitigate project effects to listed species and important habitat systems: 
1. A vegetative cover map and accounting by acreage for each plant community type should 
be made for the affected project area. Compensatory mitigation for all upland and wetlands 
habitat loss should be required. If wetlands are mitigated under the provisions of Chapter 
373.4137 F.S., the proposed mitrgation sites should be located withm the immediate or same 
regional area, funct~onally equivalent, equal to or of higher functional value, and as or more 
productrve as the hab~tat affected by the project. Upland mitigation sites should also adhere to 
the same test of quality, productivity, and functionality. 
2. Surveys for listed species should be performed within and adjacent to the ROW and 
proposed sites for DRAs during the PD&E Study. The methodoiogy for these surveys should 
be coordrnated with FWC and follow appropriate survey techniques or guidel~nes to determ~ne 
presence, absence or probability of occurrence of various species, and to assess hab~tat 
quality. These study methods should be deslgned conssdering the potential listed species 
discussed above. 
3. The PD&E study should include an in-depth assessment of project effects on listed and 
rare wrldlife species. These stud~es should address the effects from the loss, fragmentat~on 
and isolation of habrtat; potential for reduced d~spersal; and long-term effects of expanded 
roadkills since the expanded ROW could result in a population sink due to mortality from 
increased roadkills. Mammals, amphibians, and reptiles should be considered in the study 
design. The goal of the mitigation plan should be a landscape-level effort whrch focuses on 
provrd~ng long-term protection of the quality and functionality of the interconnected habrtat 
systems of the North Fork of the St. Luc~e Rwer, the Aquatrc Preserve, and surroundmg public 
lands 
4. Based on the survey results, a plan should be developed to address direct, secondary, and 
cumulative effects of the project on fish, w~ldlife, and habitat resources, includ~ng listed 
specles. Avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures, including compensatory 
replacement for both upland and wetlands habitat loss, should also be addressed. Land 
acquis~tion and restoration of appropriate tracts adjacent to existing public lands such as the 
Savannas Preserve State Park, or tracts placed under conservation easement located 
adjacent to large areas of ~urisd~ctronai wetlands that currently serve as regional core habitat 
areas, would be biologically appropriate and supported by FWC 
5 The PD&E Study should also ~nclude an investigation of the design, cost, and constructron 
techntques for complete bridging of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River and floodplam 
wetlands In addition to the outer upland transkion area of the floodpiam Th~s would result rn 
malnta~ning natural and appropriate hydrologicat and floodplain functioning, and mrnirnlze 
wetlands fill to conserve habitat. Thls type of br~dge design would also provide for habitat 
connectivity and reduce potentral roadkills for characteristic wildlife species such as whrtetail 
deer, bobcat, river otter, and other upland, trans~tronal, and aquatic specres that now use the 
wetlands and riparran systems with~n the project area. The brrdge should also be designed 
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and constructed at a height which permits sunlight under the structure to support the growth 
of floodplain and aquatic vegetation to maintain productivity. In addition, properly designed 
fencing along the roadway which considers proper mesh size can also serve to exclude 
animals from the roadway and reduce roadkills for many wildlife species. 
6. The EIS should address protection measures for manatees and juvenile sea turtles that 
may be required by our agency for a new bridge over the North Fork of the St. Lucie River. 
Since no information was provided in terms of seasonality of bridge construction, the length or 
duration of project work, or the type of dredging to be utilized, it would be premature for us to 
recommend specific avoidance and minimization measures for the manatee at this time. 
However, possible manatee protection measures which may be required by our agency could 
include Standard Manatee Conditions for In-Water Work, restrictions on blasting, monitoring 
of turbidity barriers, exclusionary grating on culverts, presence of manatee observers during in 
-water work, a defined or limited construction window, and no nighttime work. If blasting is to 
be considered as a method of demolition, please be aware that in the area of the project, it 
could be important to perform the blasting during specific times of the year, if possible. In 
addition, an extensive blast plan and marine species watch plan will need to be developed 
and submitted to FWC for approval as early in the process as possible. Further coordination 
with our agency will be necessary in order to determine site-specific measures for this project. 
For technical assistance and coordination on manatees, please contact Ms. Mary Duncan and 
Robbin Trindell in our Imperiled Species Management Section in Tallahassee at (850) 922- 
4330 during the early phase of preparation of the EIS during the PD&E Study. 
7. Habitat effects in both uplands and wetlands should be avoided where possible by 
interchangeably designing the road expansion, or new segments, along and through those 
ROW areas where less habitat resources occur. In addition, using the median and roadside 
swales for treating roadside runoff would reduce the need for some off-site DWs,  and assist 
in reducing habitat loss. 
8. Construction equipment staging areas; storage of oils, greases, and fuel; fill and roadbed 
material; and vehicle maintenance activities should be sited in previously disturbed areas far 
removed from streams, wetlands, or surface water bodies to reduce habitat loss and protect 
streams, lakes, and wetlands. Staging areas, along with borrow areas for fill, should also be 
surveved for listed species. 
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(4) The CityIFDOT should coordinate with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Florida 
Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission regarding potential Impacts to listed specles. 

( 5 )  A Water Use Permit may be required for any dewatering activ~ties associated with the 
proposed roadway improvements, pursuant to Rule 40E-2, F.A.C Please contact the 
SFWMDs Water Use Drvls~on at (800) 547-2634, prior to the rnttiatlon of any dewatermg 
activit~es and subsequent to the complet~on of the Contammatron Screening Evaluation 
Report, to schedule a pre-applrcatron conference to dlscuss the details of the proposed 
dewatering activit~es. Please note that. if the proposed roadway improvements rnclude 
dewatering activttles withm contam~nat~on areas or if the dewatering act~vities have the 
potential to result In the induced movement of the contammat~on plume, a pre-appltcation 
meetmg mvolv~ng SFWMD Water Use staff and the appropr~ate staff from the Florida 
Department of Env~ronmental Protect~on should be scheduled to discuss management of 
dewatering effluent, rncludmg the design of appropriate conta~nmentltreatment methods 

(6) A Water Use Permit wdl be requrred for any ground or surface water withdrawals for 
landscape irrrgation, pursuant to Rules 40E-2 and 40E-20, F.A.C. 

Project Specific Comments 

(7) The proposed bridge shouid be designed to dtrect all storm water runoff through the 
surface water management system. Please be advised that the use of scuppers and water 
quality mitigation are not acceptable alternatives. 

(8) Since the proposed project will discharge directly mto an Outstand~ng Flor~da 
WateriAquatic Preserve, the proposed surface water management system design wit\ need to 
~nclude reasonable anti-degradation assurances. Typrcaliy, this is accomplishe 
150% of the standard water qual~ty treatment. 

(3) If the proposed project is greater than 40% impervious, the surface water management 
system will need to provide at [east 112-inch of dry detention or retention pre-treatment. 

(10) Since a portion of the proposed project will be located within the 100-year flood plain for 
the North Fork of the St. Lucie River, the post-development scenario must provide equal or 
greater compensating flood storage than the pre-development scenario. 

(1 I) Many of the wetlands withm the potentral alignment area are of hrgh qual~ty and are 
preserved within and adjacent to the North Fork of the St. Luc~e River Aquatic Preserve 
D~rect fill ~mpacts to wetlands as a result of bridge approaches, water management system 
~nfrastructure, pilmgs, shading, etc, are anticipated as a result of thrs project, for all 
alignments. The value of adjacent wetlands to w~ldlife will likely also be adversely affected. 
Therefore the degree of effect on wetlands and wildlife for all of the proposed ahgnments IS 

considered Substantial by th~s agency. Adverse impacts to the functions of these h~gh-quality 
wetlands should be ehmmated or reduced through al~gnment alternatives, construct~on 
methodologies and englneermg design. Based on the available information, Alternative #5 
appears to have the least amount of wetland impacts and avo~ds Impacts to the State Park 
trails at Halpat~okee. However, impacts to regionally rare, unlque and/or the hlghest quat~ty 
habitat types should be avoided, therefore, ~t is not possible to recommend one corrrdor over 
another at this time The permit applicatton should contarn a thorough analys~s of reduction 
and elim~nat~on of wetland ~mpacts, ~nctudrng the rattonale for selecting the preferred 
aiignment and rejecting alternative options. 

(12) Once elimination and reduction of impacts has been achieved. Impacts to wetlands within 
and immediately adjacent to the North Fork should be mitigated within the North Fork system, 
through coordination with staff of the Florida Department of Environmental Protection - Office 
of Coastal Aquatic Managed Areas, St. Luck County, and the SFWMD. Staff recommends 
early coord~nation to identify mitigation options, such as the purchase and restoratron of 
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oxbows within the North Fork system andlor mitigation options associated with Platts Creek or 
Ten-Mile Creek. 

(1 3) Lands within the Aquatic Preserve /State Park that wrll be utilized for thts project will 
require a land swap with the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund in 
additlon to a public easement over the sovereign submerged lands pursuant to Ch. 18-21, 
F.A.C. The t~me-frame for completing this project should reflect the necessary t~me for 
consideration by the Board of Trustees (i.e., the Governor and Cabinet). 

(24) Bridging of the North Fork should be designed in such a way as to avoid filling of the 
floodplain. In addition, an upland corridoribuffer adjacent to the floodplain should be 
preserved. 

(1 5) An estimation of the functional value of wetland impacts and the quantity of mitigation 
needed to offset the proposed impacts will be determined pursuant to Chapter 62-345, F.A.C. 
(UMAM). 

Agency Comment Date 

South Florida Water Manaqement District 1 811412008 

e following agencles are required to review federal consistet 

ding has been received for the selected screening event: 
FL Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services 

icy, but no federal consistency 

After review of the documentation submitted, the SFWMD offers the following comments: 

General Comments 

(1) The proposed roadway ~mprovements will require an Environmental Resource Permit, 
pursuant to Rules 40E-1,40E-4,40E-40,40E-41, and 40E-400, F.A.C. 

(2) The proposed roadway improvements must meet the SF MD's water quality and water 
quantity criteria as specified In the Basis of Review for Environmental Resource Permit 
Applications, at the t~me of applrcation for permit. 

(3) The wetlands wlthm the potentfa1 algnment area are of h~gh quality and are withm and 
adjacent to the North Fork of the St. Luc~e Rwer Aquatic Preserve. The D~strrct and other 
agencies have comm~tted resources to preserve and restore the North Fork and the 
assoc~ated flood pla~n as part of the Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan 
Additionally, all of the al~gnments will cross state-owned sovereign submerged lands 
Therefore, wetland impacts due to location, des~gn, and construction techniques should be 
minimized. Please note that informatron documentrng that any proposed wetland Impacts are 
unavoidable will be required at the time of permlt application, as well as informat~on on the 
alternatives considered to reduce the proposed impacts Mitigation will be requfred for any 
unavoidable wetland Impacts 

(4) The CityIFDOT should coordinate with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Florida 
Fish and Wildlife Consewation Commission regarding potential Impacts to listed s 

(5) A Water Use Permit may be required for any dewatering activities associated with the 
proposed roadway rmprovements, pursuant to Rule 40E-2, F.A.C Please contact the 
SFWMDs Water Use Division at (800) 547-2694, prror to the ~nitlatron of any dewatering 
act~vittes and subsequent to the completion of the Contamrnat~on Screening Evaluatron 
Report, to schedule a pre-appl~cation conference to discuss the details of the proposed 
dewaterrng activ~ties. Please note that, if the pro rovements ~nclude 
dewatertng actrvfl~es withrn contaminatton areas act~v~tles have the --"..- ..------ 
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potential to result in the induced movement of the contamination plume, a pre-application 
meeting involving SFWMD Water Use staff and the appropriate staff from the Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection should be scheduled to discuss management of 
dewatering effluent, including the design of appropriate containmentltreatment methods. 

(6) A Water Use Permit will be required for any ground or surface water withdrawals for 
landscape irrigation, pursuant to Rules 40E-2 and 40E-20, F.A.C. 

Project Specific Comments 

(7) The proposed bridge should be designed to direct all storm water runoff through the 
surface water management system. Please be advised that the use of scuppers and water 
quality mitigation are not acceptable alternatives. 

(8) Since the proposed project will discharge directly into an Outstanding Florida 
WaterlAquatic Preserve, the proposed surface water management system design will need to 
include reasonable anti-degradation assurances. Typically, this is accomplished by providing 
150% of the standard water quality treatment. 

(9) If the proposed project is greater than 40% impervious, the surface water management 
system will need to provide at least 112-inch of dry detention or retention pre-treatment. 

(10) Since a portion of the proposed project will be located within the 400-year flood plain for 
the North Fork of the St. Luc~e River, the post-development scenario must provide equal or 
greater compensating flood storage than the pre-development scenario. 

(1 I) Many of the wetlands within the potential alignment area are of high quality and are 
preserved within and adjacent to the North Fork of the St. Lucie River Aquatic Preserve. 
Direct fill impacts to wetlands as a result of bridge approaches, water management system 
infrastructure, pilings, shading, etc, are anticipated as a result of this project, for all 
alignments. The value of adjacent wetlands to wildlife will likely also be adversely affected. 
Therefore the degree of effect on wetlands and wildlife for all of the proposed alignments is 
considered Substantial by this agency. Adverse impacts to the functions of these high-quaiity 
wetlands should be eliminated or reduced through alignment alternatives, construction 
methodologies and engineering design. Based on the available information, Alternative #5 
appears to have the feast amount of wetland impacts and avoids impacts to the State Park 
trails at Halpatiokee. However, impacts to regionally rare, unique andlor the highest quality 
habitat types should be avoided, therefore, it is not possible to recommend one corridor over 
another at this time. The permit application should contain a thorough analysis of reduction 
and elimination of wetland impacts, including the rationale for selecting the preferred 
alignment and rejecting alternative optrons. 

(12) Once elimination and reduction of impacts has been achieved, Impacts to wetlands withi! 
and immediately adjacent to the North Fork should be mitigated within the North Fork system, 
through coordination with staff of the Florida Department of Environmental Protection - Office 
of Coastal Aquatic Managed Areas, St. Lucie County, and the SFWMD. Staff recommends 
early coordination to identify mitigation options, such as the purchase and restoration of 
oxbows within the North Fork system andlor mitigation options associated with Platts Creek o 
Ten-Mile Creek. 

(13) Lands within the Aquatic Preserve /State Park that will be utilized for this project wili 
require a land swap with the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund in 
addition to a pubirc easement over the sovereign submerged lands pursuant to Ch. 18-22, 
F.A.C. The t~me-frame for completing this project should reflect the necessary time for 
consideration by the Board of Trustees (i.e., the Governor and Cabinet). 

(14) Bridging of the North Fork should be designed in such a way as to avoid filling of the 
floodplain. In addition, an upland corridorlbuffer adjacent to the floodplarn should be 
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and Wildlife Conservation Commission 
or's Office of Policy and Budget 

e following agencies were invited to review the AN for consistency, but no general AN 

comment has been received for the selected screening event: 
- FL Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services 
- FL Department of Community Affairs 

- Treasure Coast Regional planning Council 
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